MEDICAL TRIBUNE, 2/17/69, ,T Antismoking Leaders Hail FCC 
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be valuable. 

Dr. Geo' ' ,F director of rc- 

Health, said: 

*Ti’s a good idea, but I don’t think it 
will be permitted to take place by Con- 
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grew. Frankly, f would still wish reduc¬ 
tion in use and danger of tobacco products 
to take place by educational means. 

"I think it would be best for members 
of the public at large to lake the initiative 
in tackling this problem, because this is 
the way it should be done in a democracy. 

“ In the past fe w years, tar an d met'line 
l evels Rive been reduced in ni.mv cica ¬ 
rdies, and~l>y continued i’. we mm cut and 
nK~tircarpr</sVriT!r?un^icr~feCtTicfTdii cJTl L)_e 
obtained, » 

- “Com ress could set standards for tar 
anT nicotine in ci-.rarettes. It lus Teen" 


I shown tti.it reU'.n m :' t.ir ,uu i mcntm e con- ~ 
Ytent \s ill not destroy the tobacco com-~ 
* J panics , | since they have continued to sell 
} just as many cigarettes alter sticTi rcdiic-L 
V li^ ns have been iii.ule." 

Dr. James A. Shannon, special adviser 
to the president of the National Academy 
of Sciences-Natioual Research Council, 
said there is “no doubt smoking anil lung 
Cancer are lied together.*’ lie continued*. 

“There is still a lack of information as 
to what extent, if any, various modifica¬ 
tions in new tillers and treatment of 
tobacco have, it at all, reduced the hazard. 
There is no positive evidence that present 
filters remove the hazard.” 

Dr. Shannon declined specific comment 
on the I C C decision, remaiking that “this 
• is not wholly .1 technical issue” and that 
“it goes tar beyond the scientific and 
‘ technical inloiiii.iiion available.” 

lie also sail! that lie had not had a 
eh a nee to study the ICC proposal or the 


Wncinung mm ciguicuc suiumiig ia im¬ 
plicated in the extraordinary increase of 
deaths from cancer of the lung and th 
large number of deaths from emphysema 
and heart attacks, especially in the rela¬ 
tively young. 

“1 fee! that the FCC action is justified 
as a public health measure. There is no 
basis to fear that the agency’s proposal 
will set a precedent for action against 
other products. The cigarette menace is 
one of unprecedented proportions.” 

Other comment: 

Secretary Robert H. Finch of the De¬ 
partment of Health, Education, and Wel¬ 
fare: 

“Since the Surgeon General’s report on 
cigarette smoking was issued in January,' 
1964, there has been on increasing vol¬ 
ume of medical evidence supporting the 
hazards of cigarette smoking. This depart¬ 
ment has assumed a proper and clear re¬ 
sponsibility to reduce these dangers 
through a number of research-education 
efforts now in progress. 

’The action of the I CC jn proposing 
that cigaietic advertisements be banned 
. indicates that a number of Federal regula- 
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lory agencies also have the power to deal 
with this problem in their own ways. 

“Since the Congress is now considering 
changes in the Cigarette Labeling and Ad¬ 
vertising Act of 1965, the F CC decision 
will he but another important factor that 
must be weighed in determining wli.it 
further clLuis are needed to elfeclivdy 
protect the American public from the 
hazards of cigarette smoking.” 

Dr. Sidney larhcr, president of the 
Ameiiean Cancer Society: 

’The Aiiiciiv.m Cancer Society wel¬ 
comes the piopoN.d of the I CC to end cig¬ 
arette advctlising on television and radio. 
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